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The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claims 6-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply with 
the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant 
art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed 
invention. 

' Claim 6: Claim 6 has been amended to recite that the second location includes a 
keyboard processor unit but is "absent a computer with a CPU and/or information processing 
capability to create and/store data files". These features are found to be new matter. 

The device disclosed at the second location performs data transformation of ASCII data 
to composite video signals or transmitted ASCII data (page 3 last paragraph of the specification). 
Data transformation is the fundamental characteristic of a computer, so claiming the absence of a 
computer at this location is new matter. Additionally, the exclusion of not having a CPU is new 
matter, since the keyboard processor could be read as being a CPU. The keyboard processing 
unit is by a its very name, a processing unit. The exclusion of not being able to create and store 
files is based on presumed limitations of the keyboard processor which are not recognized in the 
original disclosure. 

Claim 7: Depends on claim 6. 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 
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Claims 6-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

Claim 6: Claim 6 has been amended to recite that the second location includes a keyboard 
processor unit but is "absent a computer". Given the presence of a "keyboard processor" 
"encoder" and "decoder" which perform data transformation functions of a computer, it is 
contradictory to state that the second location is "absent a computer". 
: Claim 7: Depends on claim 6. 

* The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 8-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Howard et al. 
(U.S. Patent 6,097,374) in view of Thomson et al. (U.S. Patent 6,675,019). 

Claim 8 : Reference is made to FIG. 2 of Howard et al. The system if FIG. 2 is essentially 
a base station that includes a wireless keyboard and a video monitor (14). The base station can 
communicate with a first remote computer (not shown in FIGS. 1-2) via a modem (59— col. 11, 
lines 1-7). The first computer is at a first remote location. The base station, with its wireless 
keyboard and video monitor are at the second location. 

The keyboard that is used at the base station (second location) is an optical wireless 
keyboard that forms the keyboard processing unit. The A/D converter (25) is an ASCII encoder 
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since it encodes ASCII standard characters typed into the keyboard into digital data. The D/A 
converter (23) is a decoder since it decodes digital signals back into analog form. The wireless 
communicating device is the RF transmission system (33, 34, 36, 37, 28 — also col. 9, lines 36- 
37) which is part of the optical keyboard. A modem (59 — col. 11, lines 1-7) exists to 
communicate with the first computer. 

Howard is absent "another computer" at the second location. The system shown in FIG. 
2 which defines the second location can be read a single computer system which is absent a 
second computer system. 

Howard differs in that the base station does not incorporate a browser so that items 
displayed on the video monitor (14) are controlled by a browser. Howard also does not disclose 
the communications network as being the Internet. However, Examiner takes Official Notice that 
both browsers and the Internet itself were well and in worldwide use at the time of applicant's 
invention. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the base 
station of FIG. 2 of Howard to include browser software so as to permit selective display of data 
on the video monitor (14). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
deploy the Internet as the communication medium for communicating between the first computer 
and the base station since the Internet is both economical to use and widely available. 

Howard et al. also differs in that it does disclose a standard cellular telephone for data 
transmission and reception. However, col. 5, lines 42-45 and FIG. 4 teach the concept of 
attaching a keyboard device to a cellular telephone to transmit and receive data from a remote 
location. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Howard to 
substitute the transmitter/receiver mechanism at the keyboard with a cellular telephone or 
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substitute the transmitter/receiver at both the keyboard and base station with a cellular telephone. 
Such an arrangement would be permit the keyboard of Howard to communicate with an off the 
shelf cellular telephone rather than require a custom built and wired transceiver system. A 
cellular phone also has the advantage of being able to transmit its signal over unlimited distances 
due to its usage of a telephone network for data transmission. 

Claim 9: Howard illustrates a video monitor (14) as part of the base station. No 
patentable distinction is found to exist between a "TV" and a "video monitor" since a television 
is in fact a video monitor. Howard further discloses an RF transmitter (34, also see col. 9, lines 
36-37) and modulator (33) in the keyboard processor. (It is noted that claim 9 should no longer 
be listed as a "new" claim since it was present in the record prior to previous office action). 

Remarks 

Applicant argues that the system at the system at the second location is not a computer 
with a CPU, and that reciting the second location as being a computer with a CPU is not new 
matter. Applicant also points to the discussion on page 4 of the specification in support of this 
contention. 

However, Page 4 of the specification includes the following statement: 
"In the past, a keyboard processor having an ASCII encoder and decoder and an 
input/output terminal was made available commercially with a display monitor but without a 
CPU (Central Processing Unit) and was referred to as a "dumb terminal". 

While this discussion does recognize the existence of dumb terminals which do not have 
CPU devices, there is no suggestion or statement that the present invention is such a dumb 
terminal. The discussion appears to be a discussion of related prior art devices, rather than a 
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discussion of applicant's own invention. As a result, the examiner cannot use this statement as 
support for a negative limitation indicating that the second location is absent a computer and 
absent a CPU. The quotation does not indicate that device in FIG. 2 (the second location) is such 
a dumb terminal. 

Applicant argues that the device of Howard cannot be interpreted as a base station. 
Examiner maintains that the system of FIG. 2 of Howard is such a base station since it 
communicates with a remote computer (not shown in the drawings) over a communications 
network via the modem (59). 

This office action follows the filing of an RCE request and is made non- final. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Sam Rimell at the 
272. 

telephone number (571) 226Z-4084. 




Sam Rimell 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2164 



